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.,, We found that the density of the immunolabeling was similar in both samples. This showed that under our experimental conditions glutaraldehyde treatment did not affect either class I or II antigenicity ( Figure  1) . of immunolabeling on the caps (arrowheads). These interruptions may originate from sectioning across the meandering contour of a single patch (see Figure 4 ) or from "bare spots" on caps (see Figure 5 ). (C) At higher magnification the immunolabeling is seen overlying a dense matrix, probably reflecting cross-linked antibodies.
Original magnifications: a,b x 24,000; c x 50,000. Bars: a,b -1 pm; C = 0.5 pm. , 1984; Grant and McConnell, 1974) and the HLA antigens ;. 
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